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in terms of the quantity of material produced~ This is descript-
ive of the process but is not ‘~necessary.” The necessary emis-
sion data is. provided t.o the public elsewhere in Appendix F.

Appt. ~urdix G~containing Classic~s proposed compliance plan,
also appears to contain emission data, ~ estimated reductfons
in emissions resulting from implementation of a compliance
program~ Classic has claimed that the entire compliance plan is
a trade secret and that it does not contain emission data~ While
there may be trade secret.s or confidential data interspersed in
the pror.~ med compiiar~m ~J.an, the proiçtosed reductions in cmi s—
sion~ a ~-rticipate~ t~rission levels nder the variance are
clearly ~‘emission data” which must be treated as disciosable
under Section 7(c) of the Act.~ Classic did not specify what, if
any, other trade secret material is contained in the compliance
plane Therefore, rather than attempt to redraft the compliance
plan to eliminate possible trade secret material, the Board
belieres it will he more expeditious in this case to hold that
the entire plan is •dj~•c:iosable~ If Classic chooses, it may
submit an amended disclcsable compliance plan and withdraw t.h.i
one by filing a Motion to Withdraw and Substitute within the 35
day period following the date of this Orders (Appendix G, like
all other claimed material, will be protected from disclosure
during t his 35 day per.iod..)

~ndixH

Appendix H which contains Classic’s formulation testing
program and results clearly does not contain “emission data,”
and, therefo re, is not s~tbject to Section 7 (c).~

IL Is the Article Tn..v.nlved a Trade Secret?

Having found that he “Material Processed” columns~ in
Appendix D, all cf Appendix H, and the claimed portion of
Appendix F are not s.ub~.ect to Section 7(c), the next question is
whether th..ey contain. trade secrets~ Under the Act and Part 120,
a trade s:ecret must meet a two—pronged test~ Basically, it must
have been kept secra.t and. it must have competitive value~ In. its
statement. of justi.tication Classic states that it has long imple-
mented a program to ensure limited disclosure of the material
involvea, 1nc~ucrle storing the material in locked file cabinets,
securing its offices in the evening, and limiting a~.mittance t.o
the plant to approved individuals, Classic also states that
complete raw materfal information is accessible only to its tech-
nical staff. It notes that management personnel, government
regulators, consultants, an.d its attorneys also have knowledge of
the “process information,” Classic has included a certification
that Classic. has n knowle.dge that the articles involved have
ever been pu l~zr.- ~“~eminated, or otherwise become a matte~
of g~ner~I ~ ~ tThe certification is signed by
Tony Sorrt..mnt Inc who t re Hoard assumes is the owner of the
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